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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . Claims 8-1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
Indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. It appears that claim I is directed to an active power 
regulating system, and yet dependent claims 8-10 are directed to a process for an 
active power regulating system. Should these claims are depended on claim 5 (which is 
a process claim)? 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

1 . Claims 1 -2 and 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 

Abb Reasearch LTD (WO 01/73518). 

Regarding claim 1 , Abb discloses an active power regulating system of a wind 
farm, the wind farm comprising an array of aerogenerators (Ai) (fig. 4, windmills), 
a communications network (RS) (CNET 1-3, wind park network), and a 
monitoring and control system (ST) (figs. 2 and 3, power controller 1 1 ), the 
system comprising: - means for connecting to said monitoring and control system 
(ST) (fig. 2, connections), - means for receiving data relative to the apparent 
power Pout put out by the farm at all times (fig. 3, PCTRL 113), and data relative 
to variables and states of the aerogenerators (Ai) (fig. 3, CALCN 111), from said 
monitoring and control system (ST), - means for comparing said output apparent 
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power Pout with a preset apparent power set-point Peons of the farm (fig. 5A, 
element 21 P), - means for continuously adjusting said output apparent power 
Pout (fig. 5A, elements 1 8P and 1 9P), such that this output apparent power Pout 
approaches at all times the preset power set-point Peons". 
Regarding claim 2, Abb discloses characterized in that said means for 
continuous adjustment of the output apparent power Pout comprise: - means for 
calculating the regulation capability of the farm at every moment according to 
said data relative to the output apparent power Pout and said data relative to 
variables and states of the aerogenerators (Ai) (fig. 3, CALCN 1 1 1), - means for 
selecting which aerogenerator or aerogenerators (Aiselec) may be actuated 
(Fig. 2, pitch controller 9, page 12, lines 18-27), according to said data relative to 
variables and states of the aerogenerators (Ai), - means for sending to said one 
or more aerogenerators (Aiselec) selected via the monitoring and control system 
(ST) (see page 1 2, lines 1 8-27) and the communications network (RS) of the 
farm, commands relative to: - regulation of the power set-point (see page 12, 
lines 18-27), or operating point, and/or shutdown and startup. 
Regarding claim 4, Abb discloses means for calculating the active power trend 
(fig. 3, CALCN 111, page 13, lines 20-30). 

Regarding claim 5, Abb discloses an active power regulation process of a wind 
farm, the wind farm comprising a group of aerogenerators (Ai) (fig. 4, windmills), 
a communications network (RS) (CNET 1-3, wind park network), and a 
monitoring and control system (ST), the process comprising: receiving from said 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/591 ,303 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2121 

monitoring and control system (ST) data relative to the apparent power Pout put 
out at every moment by the farm (fig. 3, PCTRL 1 1 3), and data relative to 
variables and states of the aerogenerators (Ai) (fig. 3, CALCN 111), comparing 
said output apparent power Pout with a preset apparent power set point Peons of 
the farm(fig. 5A, element 21 P), continuously adjusting said output apparent 
power Pout(fig. 5A, elements 18P and 19P), so that this output apparent power 
Pout approaches at every moment the preset power set-point Peon. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 3 and 6-1 0 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abb Reasearch LTD (WO 01/73518) in view of Wobben (US Pat. 6,724,097). 

Regarding claim 3, the sole difference between this claim and Abb is the system 
sends a shutdown command to one or more aerogenerators if Pout is greater 
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than Peons. However, Wobben teaches that the wind park management can be 
easily adapted to the respective situations which arise. Thus it is very easily 
possible for example to implement different throttling of the power output of 
individual installations if an individual installation or a plurality of installations of a 
wind park are (have to be) taken off the network, if either for maintenance 
reasons or for other reasons and an individual installation or a plurality of 
installations have to be temporarily shut down. Thus it would have been obvious 
one skilled in the wind farm art to incorporate such use of a data processor which 
is connected to the data inputs of the windmills of Abb so that the system sends 
a shutdown command to one or more aerogenerators if Pout is greater than 
Peons. 

Regarding claims 6-8, this claim is rejected for the same reasons applied above 
rejected claim 3. 

Regarding claim 9, the sole difference between this claim and Abb is one or more 
aerogenerators is prioritized with respect to the shutdown or startup of another or 
other aerogenerators. However, Wobben teaches that the wind park 
management can be easily adapted to the respective situations which arise. 
Thus it is very easily possible for example to implement different throttling of the 
power output of individual installations if an individual installation or a plurality of 
installations of a wind park are (have to be) taken off the network, if either for 
maintenance reasons or for other reasons and an individual installation or a 
plurality of installations have to be temporarily shut down. Thus it would have 
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been obvious one sl^illed in tine wind farm art to incorporate sucli use of a data 
processor wliich is connected to tfie data inputs of tfie windmills of Abb so that 
the one or more windmills is prioritized with respect to the shutdown or startup of 

another or other aerogenerators. 

Regarding claim 10, the sole difference between this claim and Abb is the 
shutdown or startup of said one or more aerogenerators is prioritized with respect 
to the regulation of the power set-point, or operating point, of another or other 
aerogenerators. However, Wobben teaches that the wind park management can 
be easily adapted to the respective situations which arise. Thus it is very easily 
possible for example to implement different throttling of the power output of 
individual installations if an individual installation or a plurality of installations of a 
wind park are (have to be) taken off the network, if either for maintenance 
reasons or for other reasons and an individual installation or a plurality of 
Installations have to be temporarily shut down. Thus it would have been obvious 
one skilled in the wind farm art to incorporate such use of a data processor which 
is connected to the data inputs of the windmills of Abb so that the shutdown or 
startup of said one or more aerogenerators is prioritized with respect to the 
regulation of the power set-point, or operating point, of another or other 
aerogenerators. 

CONCLUSION 
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1 . Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner sliould be directed to examiner Douglas Lee, whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3745. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- 
Friday from 8:00AM 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham, can be reached on (571) 272-7079 or via e-mail 
addressed to [john. cottingham@uspto.gov]. The fax number for this Group is 
(571) 273-8300. 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than those 
under 35 U.S.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the 
applicant and should be addressed to [doug.lee@uspto.gov]. 
All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the 
record includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the Interim 
Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark on February 25, 1 997 at 1 1 95 OG 89. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the 
record includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality 
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requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. Tliis is more clearly set forth in the Interim 
Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark on February 25, 1 997 at 1 1 95 OG 89. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (in USA or 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/D. S. L./ 

/John R. Cottingham/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2121 



